Appln No. 10/666,350 
Amendment dated July 30, 2007 
Reply to Office Action of April 30, 2007 
Docket No. BOC9-2003-0018 (387) 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

These remarks are made in response to the Office Action of April 30. 2007 (Office 
Action). As this response is timely filed within the 3-month shortened statutory period, 
no fee is believed due. However, the Examiner is expressly authorized to charge any 
deficiencies to Deposit Account No. 50-095 1 . 

Claims Rejections - 35 USC § 102 & 103 

Claims 1, 2, 9, 18-23, 30, and 40 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent 6,282,697 to Fables (hereinafter Fables). Claims 3-8, 10-17, 
24-29, and 31-39 were rejected under U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fables 
in view of U.S. Patent 6.269,330 to Cidon (hereinafter Cidon). Claims 15 and 36 were 
rejected under U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fables. 

Although Applicants respectfully disagree with the rejections. Applicants have 
amended the claims so as to expedite prosecution of the present application by- 
emphasizing certain aspects of the invention. However, such amendments should not be 
interpreted as the surrender of any subject matter and Applicants reserve the right to 
present the original version of any of the amended claims in any future divisional or 
continuation applications from the present application. 

Applicants have amended independent Claims 1, 10, 18, 22, 31, 39, and 40 to 
further emphasize certain aspects of the invention. As discussed herein, the claim 
amendments are fully supported throughout the Specification. No new matter has been 
introduced by the claim amendments. 
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Aspects of Applicants Invention 

It may be helpful to reiterate certain aspects of Applicants' invention prior to 
addressing the cited references. One embodiment of the invention, as typified by 
amended Claim L is a testing method. 

The method can include identifying a host within a grid environment having at 
least one application domain, wherein the host is a software object that implements at 
least one feature of the application domain; and associating a ghost agent with the host, 
wherein the ghost agent is a software object that does not implement any feature of said 
application domain. (See, e.g., Specification, paragraphs [0021] and [0022], and steps 
505 and 510 in Fig. 5.) 

The method also can include replicating actions of the host within the ghost agent; 
executing at least one test routine within the ghost agent, wherein the executing step 
utilizes data gathered from said replicated actions: and generating test output for the test 
routine. (See, e.g., Specification, steps 515, 520, 540, and 545 in Fig. 5.) 

The Claims Define Over The Prior Art 

Fables discloses a computer processing and programming method that calls for 
creating a plurality of software entities ("molecules") which are configured in a logic web 
of molecules to perform a data processing task (see column 4, lines 23-32). The 
"molecules" as disclosed by Fables may be compared with the hosts as defined in the 
present invention. However, Fables does not disclose the concept of a ghost agent 
according to the present invention because all "molecules" as described in Fables belong 
to the same category. Fables does not disclose two separated categories of software 
objects, one of which (the host) implements at least one feature of an application domain 
whereas the other of which (the ghost agent) does not implement any feature of the 
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application domain, but only follows the host and performs tests. In the Office Action, 
the same "molecules" have been used to refer to both the hosts and the ghost agents. 

It is also not clear how the fact that the molecule's components are gathered from 
local or remote sources and combined to create the molecule could be interpreted as 
associating a ghost agent with a host. In Fables, there is no differentiation between a host 
and a ghost agent; rather all molecules are created the same way. A logic web is just a 
collection of the molecules. 

It is further not clear how molecule reconfiguration can be interpreted as 
replicating actions of the host within the ghost agent. The molecule reconfiguration 
means that the molecule is changed to another molecule, and the original molecule does 
not exist anymore. By contrast, replication means that the actions of the host remain the 
same, but they are copied into the ghost agent for test purpose. The host has not been 
changed or reconfigured. 

It is additionally not clear how whether or not the requirements of a preferred 
conditions have been met could be interpreted as executing at least one test routine. It is 
noted that in Fables the signal handler 40 is a sub-component of the molecule and thus 
part of the molecule. With the present invention, by contrast, the ghost agent in which 
the test routine is executed is separate from the host. Also, reading a configuration file 
from the data source does not require replication, 

Cidon discloses a method and apparatus for testing a network having a plurality of 
nodes. However. Cidon does not disclose the concept of hosts and ghost agents 
according to the present invention. 

In view of the above, it is believed that the present invention is patentable over the 
art because neither Fables nor Cidon, individually or in combination, discloses or 
suggests the present invention. Applicants thus respectfully request that the claims 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 & 103 be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants believe that this application is now in full condition for allowance, 
which action is respectfully requested. Applicants request that the Examiner call the 
undersigned if clarification is needed on any matter within this Amendment, or if the 
Examiner believes a telephone interview would expedite the prosecution of the subject 
application to completion. 



Respectfully submitted. 



AKERMAN SENTERFITT 



Date: July 30. 2007 




Gregory A. Nelson. Registration No. 30,577 
Richard A. Hinson. Registration No. 47.652 
Yonghong Chen, Registration No. 56.150 
CustomerNo. 40987 
Post Office Box 3 188 
West Palm Beach, FL 33402-3188 
Telephone: (561) 653-5000 
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